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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

1. This action is responsive to an amendment filed on 08/08/05. Claims 1-6, 8-18, 20-23, 25 
and 27 are pending. Claims 7, 19, 24, 26, 28 and 29 have been cancelled. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-6, 8-18, 20-23, 25 and 27 have been fully 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection which is deemed appropriate 
to address all of the needs at this time. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed pubUcation in this or a foreign country or in pubhc use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of apphcation for patent in the United States. 

4. Claims 1, 2, 4-6, 8, 1 1-14, 16-18, 25 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C, 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Strauss et al, (U.S. Patent No. 4,476,582), 

Regarding claim 1, Strauss teaches a radio receiver having an input for receiving radio 
station identities (figure, item 11) for specifying radio stations for reception and an output 
indicating a presently received signal strength (figure; col.3, lines 1-14, 42-59, col.4, lines 20-22, 
27-36, col.6, line 20-coL7, line 11, col.8, lines 40-55). 

Strauss fijrther teaches a memory having stored therein a plurality of radio station 
identities organized according to program content specifiers, the memory having stored therein a 
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plurality of geographic location coordinates associated with the plurality of radio station 
identifiers (col.3, lines 20-29, 42-59, col,4, lines 37-47, coL7, lines 22-57, col.8, lines 22-31). 

Strauss further teaches a controller (figure, item 27) coupled to the receiver and the 
memory and operable to recall, one of the plurality of radio station identities referenced to the 
same program content specifier as the presently specified radio station when the presently 
received signal strength meets a threshold (col.6, Une 20-coL7, line 1 1, col.8, lines 40-55). 

Regarding claims 2, 12 and 14, Strauss teaches that the plurality of station identities and 
the program content specifiers are manually programmed into the memory through a button [i.e., 
user interface] on the apparatus (col.l, lines 34-40, col.3, lines 1-14, col.7, lines 22-57). 

Regarding claims 4 and 16, Strauss teaches that the plurality of station identities and the 
program content specifiers are programmed into the memory through a subscription service 
(col.l, lines 34-40, col.3, lines 1-14, col.7, lines 22-57). 

Regarding claims 5 and 17, Strauss teaches that the plurality of station identities and the 
program content specifiers are programmed into the memory with data received by the radio 
receiver (col.l, lines 34-40, col.3, lines 1-14, 42-59, col.4, lines 37-47, col.7, lines 22-57). 

Regarding claims 6 and 18, Strauss teaches that the controller is operable to sequentially 
scan the memory to locate the one of the pluraUty of radio station identities that is recalled and 
coupled to the input each subsequent time the presently received signal strength meets the 
threshold (col.6, line 20-col.7, line 11, col.8, lines 40-55). 

Regarding claim 8, Strauss teaches that the controller is operable to scan the plurality of 
radio station identifiers in the memory ordered according to the program content specifiers and 
the location coordinates (col.6, line 20-col.7, line 1 1, lines 22-57, col.8, lines 40-55). 
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Regarding claim 11, Strauss teaches that the memory has stored therein an ordered list of 
program content specifiers, and wherein the controller is operable to sequence through the 
ordered list to define a replacement present program content specifier when the controller in 
unable to locate and recall one of the plurality of radio station identities referenced to the same 
program content specifier as the presently specified radio station (col.6, line 20-col.7, line 11, 
lines 22-57, col. 8, lines 40-55). (Note; the ordered list is inherent) 

Regarding claim 13 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed above with respect to 
claims 1, 6 and 11. Furthermore, Strauss teaches monitoring the signal strength of a present radio 
station signal (col.6, line 20-col.7, line 11, col.8, lines 40-55). 

Strauss further teaches determining that the signal strength has met a threshold (col 6, line 
2O-C0I.7, line 1 1, col.8, lines 40-55). 

Strauss further teaches selecting a radio station identity from the memory that has the same 
program content specifier as the present radio station (col.6, line 20-col.7, line 11, lines 22-57, 
col.8, lines 40-55). 

Strauss further teaches tuning the radio receiver according to the selected radio station 
identity (coL6, line 20-col.7, line 1 1, lines 22-57, col8, lines 40-55). 

Regarding claim 25 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed above with respect to 
claims 1 and 4. 

Regarding claim 27 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed above with respect to 
claims 4 and 13. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

6. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 
(1966), that are appUed for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art, 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness 
or nonobviousness, 

7. Claims 3 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Strauss 
et al. (U.S. Patent No. 4,476,582) in view of Bickford et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,021,320). 

Regarding claims 3 and 15, Strauss fails to teach "said plurality of station identities and 
said program content specifiers are preprogrammed into said memory by the supplier of the 
apparatus". Bickford teaches that the plurality of station identities and the program content 
specifiers are preprogrammed into the memory (col.2, lines 28-31, col. 13, lines 10-12). Thus, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
modify Strauss to allow the pluraUty of station identities and the program content specifiers 
being preprogrammed into the memory by the supplier of the apparatus as taught by Bickford. 
The motivation for the modification is to have doing so in order to create a signal category if the 
signal category does not preexist. 
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8. Claim 9, 10 and 20-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Strauss et al. (U.S. Patent No. 4,476,582) in view of Bickford et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,021,320) 
further in view of Dennison et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,815,814). 

Regarding claims 9 and 20, Strauss in view of Bickford does not specifically teach "a 
global positioning system receiver coupled to said controller for providing present location 
coordinates of the apparatus". Dennison teaches a global positioning system receiver coupled to 
the logic circuitry (i.e., controller) for providing present location coordinates of the apparatus 
(abstract; fig,6; col.5, lines 54-62, col. 6, lines 37-54). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Strauss in view of Bickford 
to incorporate a global positioning system receiver coupled to the controller for providing 
present location coordinates of the apparatus as taught by Dennison. The motivation for the 
modification is to have doing so in order to determine the precise location of a mobile unit. 

Regarding claims 10 and 21 are rejected for the same reasons as discussed above with 
respect to claims 7 and 9. Furthermore, Strauss teaches that the controller is operable to search 
the memory to locate the one of the plurality of radio station identities that is recalled and 
coupled to the input according to the program content specifier of the presently received signal 
(fig.l, 5-7; col.4, lines 9-14, 33-42, 66, 67, col.5, lines 1-23, col.7, lines 20-35, col.8, lines 5-13). 

Regarding claim 22 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed above with respect to 
claim 1 1 . 

Regarding claim 23 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed above with respect to 
claim 12. 
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Conclusion 



9. 



The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 



disclosure. Schwob (U.S. Patent No. 4,969,209) teach Broadcast receiver capable of selecting 
stations based upon geographical location and program format, Duckeck et al. (U.S. Patent No. 
5,303,401) teach RDS receiver with automatic region recognition, Kobayashi et al. (U.S. Patent 
No. 5,086,511) teach Mobile receiver and Lyons (U.S. Patent No. 6,282,412) teach 
Geographically adaptive portable broadcast receiver. 

10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earUer communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Md S. Elahee whose telephone number is (571) 272-7536. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon to Fri from 8:30am to 5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor. Fan Tsang can be reached on (571) 272-7547. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpubUshed 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



MD SHAFDJL AL AM ELAHEE 
September 20, 2005 
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